METS Editorial Board Meeting

Minneapolis

April 30, 2008 - May 1, 2008

Board Members present:  Rob Wolfe, Markus Enders, Morgan Cudiff, Robin Wendler, Tobias Steinke, Brian Tingle, Adam Farquhar, Rick Beaubien, Patrick Yott, Jenn Riley, Nancy Hoebelheinrich, Richard Gartner on Thursday by phone
 

Guests:  Jody DeRidder, Univ of Tennessee; Tom Habing, UIUC; Elizabeth McAulay, UCLA; Garey Mills, UCBerkeley; Henry Chions, UCLA; Clifford Wolfman, Princeton; Jon Stroop, Princeton; Stephen Abrams, CDL.

 

Absent:  Susan Dahl, Univ of Alberta.

1) Round Robin Reports

a) Rick Beaubien, Board Member, U.C. Berkeley

i) Helped Yale draw up METS specifications for their mass digitization project.  They’ve submitted these to Kirtas.

ii) METS work at UCB.

(1) Getting ready to submit METS to the Digital Preservation Repository at CDL.

(2) Preparing for our first audio METS project with (albeit) limited audio technical metadata.  Making heavy use of Indiana/Harvard’s Sound Directions document

(3) Working on content file upload and automatic METS generation from a simplified interface to GenDB, UCB’s metadata gathering tool

b) Rob Wolfe, Board member, MIT:  

i) Working on METS profiles related to Dspace.  Only putting in what will go into Dspace 1.5. 

c) Stephen Abrams, guest, California Digital Library:

i) Working on JHOVE2, a collaboration between CDL, Portico,  and Stanford.  JHOVE2 will:

(1) Rework JHOVE architecture 

(2) Probably use METS as a standard container for all output.

(3) Move to a more sophisticated data model allowing for a recursive descent using structMap  (no longer will there be a simple 1 file = 1 object equivalence.)

(4) Provide for rules based assessment: JHOVE2 will allow locally defined policy rules to be defined and considered

d) Morgan Cundiff, board member, Library of Congress:

i) LC is engaged in a retrospective conversion of legacy formats to METS and MODS. 

ii) Working on how to make METS, MIX and PREMIS work together

iii) Exploring the use of an XML datastore:  LC is working on 6 month project to put a lot of XML content and metadata into an eXist database.  They will also be looking at Mark Logic which has offered to host some datasets for LC to see how Mark Logic works.  There are questions of scalability for any of these tools as LC wants to store the entire LC catalog of MARCXML packaged as METS.  This would be done according to LC's Bibliographic profile.  To do so, they have changed the MARC2XML XSLT to make some of the attributes into elements in order to facilitate indexing.  

e) Robin Wendler, board member, Harvard University.

i) Working with Google and Google partners on defining the Google METS format, which is close to completion. Harvard expects to start getting content and metadata from Google in a couple of weeks.

f) Jenn Riley, board member, Indiana University:

i) Indiana is about to release a new version of the METS Navigator which is much improved and which supports more content types (such as PDF)

ii) Working on defining a METS dissemination package from Fedora that can be sent to the METS Navigator.

iii) Indiana, like LC is working on how to make MIX, METS and PREMIS work together.

iv) Exploring how to meet a need for METS that acts as a container just for bibliographic metadata. 

g) Clifford Wolfman & Jon Stroop, guests, Princeton: Working to bolster their X-Hive native XML database—which is METS based and somewhat fragile at the moment due to the scarcity of resources to support it.  They are not yet using PREMIS and MIX. .

h) Patrick Yott, board member, Brown University:

i) New Fedora v.3.0 is up and running.  They are working to figure out their object/content model before putting together a METS profile.  Also, they are planning to add MIX and PREMIS metadata to the objects in the repository.
ii) Brown plans to use METS to encapsulate learning objects for use in its VLE.
iii) ALTO records are being used in conjunction with METS for the first time—independently of Content DM

iv) VRA related work.

(1) They have examples using VRA within METS which they are ready to mount (and submit to Rick for reference from the METS website.

(2) Using VRA core “work” level encodings as collection records for images.

	Action item: Patrick, Rick

Patrick will provide Rick with some Brown examples of VRA used in conjunction with METS for the METS website.


i) Adam Farquhar, board member, British Library:

i) METS usage at BL is pretty active—they are currently producing METS representing @ 490 volumes a day.  

ii) BL is interested in using METS in conjunction with ALTO, and in particular  with generating PDF and rendering inputs for “Turning the Pages” from this combination.

iii) Adam has been encouraging the uptake of METS by JISC and thinks that it may be a possible funding source for tools development..

j) Markus Enders, board member, British Library:

i) Working on establishing a common, base content model for METS at the BL.  Currently everyone is creating their own style METS without reference to a common content model.  Two specific profiles are in use that share a lot in common—and so these should be derived from a common profile.  BL currently has “thin” preservation METS objects (lacking auxiliary metadata), and “rich” presentation METS objects.  They need to move to using a single METS output for both purposes.

ii) Report from Göttingen: Before leaving Göttingen, and now as a consultant, Markus has been working on a METS Profile for DFG ( the German Research Foundation).  METS objects conforming to this profile can be submitted via a URL to a common METS viewer for presentation. DFG is requiring the use of METS conforming to this profile as a prerequisite for project funding. 

(1) Tobias noted that as part of the requirement from DFG, every digitized page must have registered persistent identifier.  Some institutions may have a  problem with this new rule as it would mean a cost to create the page-level persistent identifier and a change in workflow.  

k) Tobias Steinke, board member, German National Library:

i) Attended recent IIPC meeting on web archiving in Canberra:  

(1) A new warc file format that includes auxiliary metadata is under development.  We need to think about how this could be used in conjunction with METS.  IIPC thinks METS is not useful for web archiving purposes, and it would be up to us to provide examples to disprove this, possibly through a best practice document regarding use of warc and METS.

	Action item: Tobias

Tobias will monitor the discussion at the IIPC, and will also gather examples of METS used for web archiving in preparation for providing feedback to IIPC. Suggestions for people to contact for information about METS and web archiving include Rebecca Guenther from LC, and Leslie Myrick from UC Berkeley.


l) Nancy Hoebelheinrich, board member, Stanford University

i) Stanford is looking at the use of METS and PREMIS for Geospatial resources.  It appears this would work well for simple geospatial resources, but it’s not clear how it would for more complex ones.  Stanford also wants to compare this possible METS application with what could be achieved through xfdu.  

ii) Work on RAMLET progressing.  

(1) The terms and definitions document still needs to be refined.  Once that is finished, the ontology will be released.  At that point the METS Board needs to look at this, and comment in particular on the METS mappings.

(2) JISC will fund the development of use case scenarios for the implementation of the RAMLET ontology.  

m) Brian Tingle, board member, California Digital Library:

i) Brian is mostly working with EAD and MARC at present.  But the following items are on the METS agenda for the next year:

(1) Adding support in the Calisphere METS viewer for  PDF content.

(2) Developing a driver for UCLA METS profile 

(3) Improving 7Train for ContentDM output.

(4) Adding support for METS output from the Archivist Toolkit

(5) Adding support for METS output from MOAC (Rick Rinehart’s tool project)

(6) Providing support for getting materials not yet encoded into Calisphere.

2) Profile Revision Task Force Report

a) Overview of the goals of the Profile Revision Task Force and summary of its preliminary discussions (Jenn Riley)

i) The task force work has identified two main, possibly in part contradictory, goals.

(1) Making METS profiles easier to write, register and reuse either wholly or in part—removing the barriers that have limited the development, registration, and reuse of profiles.  This goal probably requires some simplification of the profile requirements.  

(2) Somehow addressing the needs/desires of users who desire machine actionable profiles or profile-related mechanisms.  This goal, however, is likely to take profiles in the direction of greater complexity.

b) General discussion of profile issues and comparison of the two goals.  

i) The board generally agreed, with some qualifications, that we will probably need different means to achieve the two different ends.  

ii) Tools—probably different tools—could help us to achieve both goals.  

(1) We might be able to obtain funding. JISC, for example, might be willing to help fund tool development efforts.  And Peter Brantley has expressed a willingness to help us identify possible funding sources

(2) Before we seek funding we need to be very clear on what we want the tool(s) to accomplish.

iii) In at least one way the two goals in 2.i) above may be compatible: Developing a standard form/tool for the creation of profiles might provide a first step towards machine actionability—because it could standardize the information that is collected and the way this is expressed.

iv) The boundaries between METS and external extension schema is an issue for profiles.  Should a METS profile include rules and restrictions pertaining to how external extension schema are implemented within the context of METS—or should this be covered by separate profiles?

v) We may want to take a look at TEI’s implementation and use of ODD (One Document Does It All)

vi) May want to consider establishing a sophisticated level of registration including registering schematron or stylesheets along with explanation of how to use or to provide samples of the tools or spreadsheets

c) Discussion and proposed actions pertaining to Goal 1:  Encouraging more development, registration and reuse of METS profiles.  

i) Implementing 2 levels of profiles might be one way of proceeding.  

(1) First, basic level might just require the completion of a relatively simple web form. Completing the web form would initiate the registration process for the profile.

(2) Second level would require enhancing and expanding the profile that is produced via the web form.  This might involve the use of a more sophisticated authoring tool.

ii) Recasting the existing METS profile:  the board generally agreed that it will probably be necessary to recast the existing METS profile substantially to accomplish goal 1.

(1) Adam advised the development of use cases first so that we’re clear on what we want the new version of the profile to accomplish.

(2) We may want to consider providing for XHTML features in the recast profile.

iii) We may want to seek funding to help with development of an profile authoring tool or tools.
d) Discussion and proposed actions pertaining to Goal 2:  Providing for machine actionable METS profiles/specifications. 
i) It’s clear from MIM discussions that there is a lot of interest in this goal.  However it is less clear than with goal 1 how it might be accomplished.  It will probably be a longer range goal than goal 1 and require funding support
ii) The meaning of "machine actionability" needs to be fleshed out as it could mean: 

(1) Producing and validating a profile

(2) Parsing a profile in order to be able to view it

(3) Establishing ways to interact with a METS instance that allow code to act against it or to take some action against

iii) There are several tools related to this goal that would be useful:

(1) Profile specific validation tool

(2) Profile specific METS generation tool

(3) Profile sensitive METS viewer.

	Action items: Jenn, Brian, Profile task force

The Board recommended that the profile subgroup work on the METS profile schema itself as discussed above in Goal 1, then evaluate what would be the best path to take in terms of requesting funding from DLF and other places.  
Richard Gartner will be added to the profile reversioning subgroup.  Patrick Yott suggested that Michael from his shop could be freed to work on a template for the METS profile schema using Xforms, if that would be desirable.


3) OAI-ORE and its relationship to METS.

a) OAI-ORE is much under discussion these days.  Some general OAI-ORE uses cases include:

i) Associating asset actions or behaviors (= Fedora style disseminations) with a resource without embedding actions into the encoding of the resource itself
(1) DLF Aquifer is using this application.

(2) May provide a way of supporting TEI disseminations for TEI’s embedded in METS objects.

ii) Pointing more directly into a packaged resource without having to unpack or completely disaggregate it, e.g, an article embedded within the encoding of an entire journal issue or volume 

iii) Making part or all of the contents of a METS document available for harvesting including the connections to tools for viewing, etc.

b) Thomas Habing at UIUC is working with ORE, in particular on its application to packaging the resources representing a scanned book.  He gave his view on its relationship to METS.

i) Probably ORE is most closely allied to the METS fileSec: providing an inventory of associated resources.

(1) Qualification from Rick:  The DLF Aquifer (Asset Action) application of ORE in some ways is most closely allied to the METS behaviorSec—which was initially implemented to support Fedora disseminations.  It appears the ORE model can be used either to aggregate/package resources or disseminations of resources.

ii) It should be possible to produce a METS profile that implements the ORE model—and hence to produce ORE compliant METS serializations.

(1) But producing METS from, say, an ORE compliant atomfeed serialization would be difficult and would require RDF.

	Action item: Nancy, Rob, Rick, Richard, Adam/Markus, Thomas Habing

A small working group will approach ORE people to see is we could make or facilitate the creation of an ORE compliant XML serialization of METS in order to help make the METS content that we have more available.  That group includes Rob, Rick, Richard Gartner, and either Adam or Markus,and Nancy.  Thomas Habing of UIUC is also interested in participating in this effort. Nancy will convene to start. 


4) Progress on Board vacancies.

a) Nancy reported that the call for applications is now out.  Deadline for applications is June 18th.  

b) Several institutions have been approached to see if they are interested in having a representative apply.  

c) All Board members are urged to solicit applications for good candidates and answer any questions that will facilitate their application.

5) PREMIS/METS best practice report.

a) A working (and frequently revised) draft of the Guidelines for using PREMIS with METS document in progress is now available

i) Jenn working on METS examples.

ii) Rebecca would like more feedback from the community on the guidelines.

iii) Jenn noted that the guidelines are a little “squishy” at this point.  They may not always be that way—because of concerns with the implications for the exchange of METS. 

b) Board concerns and comments.

i) Tobias asked if there might be some value to having a generic template for the use of PREMIS along with examples.  

ii) Markus pointed out a need for business case based guidelines  (“if you use … and want … then you need to do …”)

iii) Nancy asked if concerns about efficiency were informing the decisions about where to store PREMIS metadata in METS?  

(1) Jenn responded that concerns about implications for the exchange of METS were foremost.  

iv) Rob pointed out a need for documentation broken down into scenarios. 

c) At this point no requests for changes to METS have emerged, other than an MDVERSION attribute (see item 6.D) below. 

6) Proposed METS 1.8 changes.

a) CHECKSUMTYPE:  Enumerated list of CHECKSUMTYPE values is not complete, and not aligned with MIX.

i) The Board generally agreed that it would be best in the long run to “decontrol” CHECKSUMTYPE, and  align itself with whatever practice PREMIS decides to use to aid consistent use of values without embedding the controlled value list directly in the schema, where it is difficult to maintain.  This may be SKOS.

ii) Adam suggested that the board also look into using URIs to identify CHECKSUMTYPES (message digest algorithms) using standards outlined in the Algorithm Identifier and Implementation setction of w3c’s XML Signature and Syntax and Processing specification (http://www.w3.org/TR/xmldsig-core/#sec-AlgID) 

	Schema action item:  Brian

For now, add CRC32, Adler-32, MNP to the enumerated values constraining CHECKSUMTYPE. 


	Related action items: Morgan, Robb, Jenn, Nancy, Patrick, Rick

1) Morgan will initiate discussion with Sally McCullam, Clay Redding, Rebecca Guenther, and Ray Denenberg to see what the status is of the investigation into using SKOS to maintain controlled vocabularies outside of the METS schema.  Morgan is charged to see whether there is anything the METS Board can do to facilitate, and/or how we can participate in the discussion.  Interested Board members in this topic include:  Rob, Jenn, Nancy, Patrick, Morgan and Rick

2) Look into using URIs to identify CHECKSUMTYPEs (the message digest algorithm) as specified in w3c’s XML Signature Syntax and Processing specification


b) Recommendation to add a CHECKSUMENCODING attribute as a companion to the CHECKSUM and CHECKSUMTYPE attributes:  (Recommended by Adam)

i) A checksum (message digest) can be expressed in any of three encodings: octal, hex, or base64.  There seems to be an implicit assumption in METS that the CHECKSUM will be expressed in hex.  But this would not necessarily be the case.

	Action item: Board

Review with in conjunction with CHECKSUMTYPE and in coordination with PREMIS and MIX.  We need to be aligned with these other standards in any implementation of such an attribute.


.  

c) MDTYPE: documentation and completeness issues.

i) Documentation issue:  the METS schema does not indicate that MDTYPE is not a closed list—and the METS Board will entertain requests to add to this list as needed. 

ii) Requested additional values:  TextMD, RightsDeclarationMD.

iii) Clarification of the relationship of MDTYPE values to endorsed schema:  The Board clarified that the values in the MDTYPE enumerated value list simply represent commonly used external metadata types.  These may or may not be defined by a schema.  Those in the list that are defined by a schema may or may not be endorsed.

iv) Tangential issues:  

(1) Jenn noted that METSRights is in the list of endorsed METS extension schema, but should not be.

(2) Robin suggested that the Board should possibly consider endorsing METSRights (RightsDeclarationMD).  Nancy indicated that she would like to consider some of the possible implications of this first by finding out who is using METSRights for what purpose.

(3) Rick noted that MDTYPE, like CHECKSUMTYPE, is an attribute whose supported value list is difficult to keep current, and recommended that consider applying SKOS or whatever long term solution we come up with for “controlling” CHECKSUMTYPE values externally to the METS schema to MDTYPE as well.

	Schema action item: Brian

Add TextMD and RightsDeclarationMD to the enumeration value list for MDTYPE. Add an annotation to the attribute in the schema as well that indicates that the enumerated list controlling the values of MDTYPE can be expanded on request.


	Related action items: Rick

1) Rick will ask Glenn to remove METSRights from the list of endorsed schema and place it under “Other schema being considered” on the METS website. 

2) Rick will also work on documenting the relationship between the MDTYPE attribute and endorsed schema.


d) Add MDTYPEVERSION to mdRef and mdWrap elements as a companion to the MDTYPE attribute.

i) This request came out of the PREMIS community.  Rob noted that the PREMIS group was aware that this information could often be obtained from the schema filename as it appears in the schemaLocation attribute—but not always (as in the case of METS itself) and people just don’t always want to do it this way.

ii) Markus noted that he felt the recommended MDTYPEVERSION referred not so much to the XML schema version, but rather to the version of the underlying data dictionary.

iii) The documentation needs to make clear what it means.

	Schema action item: Brian

Add an MDTYPEVERSION attribute as a companion to the MDTYPE attribute in the mdRef and mdWrap elements, and describe to what the version refers.


7) METS Documentation.

a) Translations.

i) Clarification of what’s being translated:  just the documentation or annotations within the METS schema—not the tags will be translated.  Also, the text of the METS Overview & Tutorial is being translated.
ii) Chinese translation.  A response has been sent to the Chinese company that has offered to translate the METS schema into Chinese. This translation will be reviewed by Chinese speakers identified by Jenn and Jerry.  

iii) Spanish translation: A professor of Library Science in Madrid has offered to provide a Spanish translation.  Garey Mills offered to check this over when it is completed.

iv) Integrating the translations into the METS schema. The Board discussed the problem that integrating and coordinating the various language versions of the translations with the METS schema will pose.  Where will the different language versions live, and how will users be able to view versions with the annotations in the language they desire?  

(1) Options considered: 

(a) Maintain a separate version of the schema for each language?  This would pose a maintenance problem, and raise the issue of which schema would be used for validation purposes.  One of the schema would need to be designated the “master”

(b) Maintain a single schema with all of the documentation in all languages; include an xml:lang attribute to indicate the language of each documentation element.

(i) This could make the schema large and unwieldy.

(c) Use xsd:redefine in the manner of the VRA schema to produce the schema versions with different language documentation.

(d) Use URLs to reference the related documentation rather than embedding the documentation in the schema in all of the possible language versions.

(e) Use ODD in the manner of TEI.

(f) Add ID attribute values to all annotation elements.  These ID values could then be used as a basis for merging in documentation elements in the various languages from external sources.

(2) Next steps.

(a) Brian will propose a scheme for assigning ID attribute values to the annotation elements in the METS schema.

(b) Brian will add ID attribute values to all of the METS annotation elements in the version 1.8 schema.

(c) The board will further consider the best solution for integrating and disseminating the various language versions of the documentation.

	Action items: Brian

1) Brian will propose a scheme for assigning ID attribute values to the annotation elements in the METS schema. 

2) Brian will add ID attribute values to all of the METS annotation elements in the version 1.8 schema


b) Explanation of external extension schema endorsement.  The board reviewed Rick’s draft language explaining the meaning of external schema endorsement and the process of endorsement. 

i) In general, the Board approved the draft language.

ii) Jenn recommended that the explanation of the endorsement process be placed at the top of the endorsement documentation.

	Action item: Rick

Rick will revise the external schema endorsement documentation so that the explanation of the endorsement process—how to initiate endorsement—comes first.  He will also include draft language describing how MDTYPE relates to the external endorsed schemas.  


c) METS Website/Wiki review task force.  Rick reported on the work of the METS Website/Wiki Review task force.

i) Revisions of the METS website/wiki are substantially complete.  Most recent changes include:

(1) Documentation from METS events that have already happened has been moved from the wiki to the official METS website.  Users can get to this by clicking on the new “METS Events” link under “Community Building” on the METS home page.

(2) Nancy revised the “Schema revision” request pages to standardize and clarify how to add revision requests.

(3) Rick revised and somewhat restructured the METS wiki home page.

ii) Still minor work still planned.

(1) Brian still has some work that he wants to do on the profiles page, particularly with respect to Tree view

(2) Someone pointed out to me a little while ago that instructions for completing METS registry entries is not available on the METS website.  Rick plans to remedy this shortly.

(3) Markus suggested that we should document our policy concerning schema naming and versioning:  that fact that http://www.loc.gov/standards/mets/mets.xsd always represents the current schema.  We should also document that we maintain the same target namespace across schema versions—and would only change the namespace if we implemented a non-backwards compatible version fo the schema.

iii) Future of the task force:  After consideration of the above issues, probably discontinue regular teleconferences until significant input and suggestions for further changes from the METS community or the Board, or an additional charge from the Board.

	Action items:  Rick

1) Rick will work with the website reveiw task force to develop instructions for submitting entries to the METS Registry and incorporate these into the website. 

2) Rick will work with the website review task force to implement Markus suggestion about documenting our schema naming and target namespace conventions.


d) METS Live examples.  Morgan reported on his progress developing a page of live METS examples.

i) METS live examples page has now been roughed in.  A definitive set of categories for presenting the examples are difficult to come up with, and will undoubtedly need some adjusting/expanding.

ii) Comments and suggestions.

(1) Patrick noted that it would be nice  to have examples with annotations.

(a) Morgan responded that the intent is to provide this kind of information.

(2) Multiple presentations:  In cases like UCB’s METS objects where multiple presentations are available (UCB’s and CDL’s), the board suggested that it would be good to include more than one presentation.

(a) Rick will provide Morgan with CDL/Calisphere presentations of UCB examples when these exist.

(b) Patrick will provide Morgan with the multiple presentations available for Brown’s live examples.

(3) Patrick suggested that a web form might make it easier to collect contributions and volunteered to help set this up.: 

(a) Adam noted that if there are just a few contributions, it may not be cost effective to try to automate

(b) Morgan agreed to further explore the idea with Patrick

(4) Patrick suggested that the page might be a prime candidate for wiki treatment.  However, LC doesn’t support wikis; and the live examples should probably remain on the main, LC METS website.

(5) Nancy suggested that the METS website/wiki task force should review Live examples and make recommendations.

	Action items: Rick, Patrick, Website review task force

1. Rick and Patrick will provide Morgan with multiple presentations of their institutions live examples where these are available.  

2. The website review group will look at the categories of the examples and give Morgan feedback on them as well as whether a given profile fits a category. 
3. Patrick will work with Morgan to assess the feasibility of creating a web form submission of examples from anyone in the METS community who might be interested in sharing their documents.


8) METS and DDI.

a) The IASSIST 2008 conference will be at Stanford this year b/w May 27 - 30, and presents an opportunity to educate those folks about the possibilities for the use of METS with datasets using the new DDI XML schema that is available. 

	Action items: Nancy, Patrick, Brian

The Digital Data Alliance has requested that Patrick and/or Nancy make a presentation about METS & DDI at their meeting on Saturday, May 24th at Stanford.  In the meantime, Nancy & Patrick will work on developing at least an exemplar if not a METS Profile for a typical social science data set, codebook, and possibly additional SAS and SPSS files to be included in the package.  Rob has an example of a METS package from MIT that he can share which he will send.  If Patrick is not able to attend, he will work with Nancy to tailor the presentation.  Brian may also be able to attend that meeting.    


9) METS and Fedora:

a) Both Patrick and Nancy reported that people on the Fedora Commons Board expressed interest in a stronger affiliation between METS and Fedora, although none of those people would probably have time to sit on the METS Board.  Others in the community might, however, and various names were suggested as possible candidates.

	Action items: Nancy, Patrick

1) Patrick will send a note to the Fedora list asking who and how people are using METS with Fedora.  He will also announce the METS Brd vacancy.  
2) Nancy & Patrick will discuss how to encourage Fedora community members to apply for the Board vacancies.


10) METS schema Licensing:

a) Nancy reported that a small working group of Board members has been formed to look at the information available on the creative commons licensing website and other sources of information to see how the various possibilities might impact use of the schema per the scenarios identified in previous Board discussions. Nancy has created a grid of scenarios and questions concerning licensing on the METS Board wiki. (http://www.socialtext.net/p-mets-board/index.cgi?creative_commons_licensing) She will complete this with the assistance of the working group.

b) Peter Brantley will support the investigation by making contact with other organizations who have looked at the issues including the Electronic Frontier Foundation, etc.  He is willing to have the DLF Board counsel take a look at the licensing language we decide on, once this language is mature.

c) One of the main issues to be considered in working through this is whether the schema is a document or a piece of software—in other words is Creative Commons style licensing or GNU style licensing most appropriate?

i) What do other schema/schema producers use?

(1) DC uses CC.

(2) TEI releases guidelines under gnu.  

(3) W3C uses both.

ii) Brian suggested that if we do use CC, then we should use the least restrictive form of Creative Commons licensing.

iii) Tobias noted that context in which a schema appears may make a difference as to which form of licensing is most appropriate—whether or not the schema  part of a software package?

	Action item: Nancy, Adam, Tobias, Richard, Rob
Nancy will convene a small working group to move this issue forward including Adam, Tobias, Rob and Richard.


11) METS and  TEI.  

a) Jenn suggested that we should continue to monitor how TEI can be used with METS as that community is beginning to look at the possibilities.  

b) It might be useful to recommend (by means of a profile or best practices) how to turn a TEI P5 level document into a METS document.  This could be done via a TEI SIG.

c) The next TEI meeting will be in Providence.  This may provide an opportunity for outreach and communication.

	Action item: Nancy

Nancy will add this to the open issues list.


12) Future Board meetings and METS events.

a) The Board will plan to have a Board meeting / METS Implementors Meeting and/or other event in Europe or Egypt in the spring of 2009 per its agreed upon schedule of meeting outside the US every 4th face to face meeting. 

i) This will work in conjunction with the DLF plans to hold a Spring Forum outside the US in Spring 2009.  

(1) While the location of the Forum is still in question, the Board will pursue opportunities to hold an event in Europe as that is probably more feasible for METS community participants as well as METS Board member participation.  

(2) Some Board members may need full or partial funding support to participate in these meetings.

b) The Board needs to set up a schedule for conference calls between now and the Providence board meeting.

	Action items: Nancy

1) Nancy will continue to approach and monitor possibilities for events & locations in Europe including approaching previous attendees from Italy, Portugal, and possibly Spain. 
2) Nancy will monitor possibilities for DLF assistance in travel for Board members to attend METS events in non-US locations should that come to pass. 

3) Nancy will send out a tentative schedule of telephone conference calls for the Board.


